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Method

Relevance For Public Health
The framework can be used when considering the broader effectiveness, dissemination and implementation of an efficacious intervention, such as a school-or communitybased nutrition or physical activity program.
Description
This paper proposes a framework that was designed to increase the usefulness of dissemination and implementation (D&I) research.
The framework requires D&I end users and researchers to consider the following measurement and reporting criteria to improve knowledge translation:
Planning: Criteria include clinical factors, health system, or public health intervention; setting characteristics; implementation strategy; partnership; and D&I study design.
Delivery: Criteria include reach, adoption, fit, implementation, costs and resources. Evaluation/results reporting: Criteria include effectiveness, primary outcome, other benefits and harms; external validity, setting, and setting change; robustness; and pragmatic criteria.
Long-term outcomes: Criteria include sustainability, evolve-ability, transportability; replication and uptake; economic evaluation. Cross-cutting issues: Criteria include history, policy climate, incentives; multiple stakeholder perspectives; societal costs. The authors specifically highlight where tools currently exist for the assessment of underreported areas, and also draw attention to emerging areas with limited or no published assessment tools.
The proposed framework was developed by expert consultation from a five-member planning group and a larger 23 member expert working group. The objective for these experts was to identify essential elements and recognized gaps in existing D&I models and frameworks, specifically in the area of measurement and reporting. The final framework was determined by discussion and by reaching a consensus among the members of the planning group and expert working group.
The overall purpose of the paper include:
To present and discuss implications of the proposed D&I framework. To highlight underreported areas in the current D&I research landscape and discuss where end users have unmet needs. To compare the proposed D&I framework with existing frameworks and relevant reporting guidelines.
Improving D&I reporting and measurement may lead to increased use of this research by D&I end users, thereby improving population health, health equity, social well-being, and health system efficiency.
This framework is intended as much for the D&I end users of evidence (e.g., policy makers) as it is for those who generate the evidence (e.g., D&I researchers).
Implementing the Tool
Who is Involved?
The target audience includes end users of D&I evidence such as public health practitioners, managers, senior leaders, and policy makers in public health, as well researchers concerned with D&I and comparative effectiveness.
Steps for Using Tool
The recommendations for use are that the major areas and corresponding criteria outlined in the framework be incorporated elements into D&I work, study design, research efforts, program planning, and evaluation to accelerate the use of interventions and improve the field of knowledge translation. 
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